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its powers under any Act referred to in that sub-
section, a violation of any requirement imposed 
under this chapter shall be deemed to be a viola-
tion of a requirement imposed under that Act. 
In addition to its powers under any provision of 
law specifically referred to in subsection (a) 2 of 
this section, each of the agencies referred to in 
that subsection may exercise, for the purpose of 
enforcing compliance with any requirement im-
posed under this chapter, any other authority 
conferred on it by law. 
(d) Actions by Commission 

The Commission shall prevent any person 
from violating a rule of the Commission under 
section 6502 of this title in the same manner, by 
the same means, and with the same jurisdiction, 
powers, and duties as though all applicable 
terms and provisions of the Federal Trade Com-
mission Act (15 U.S.C. 41 et seq.) were incor-
porated into and made a part of this chapter. 
Any entity that violates such rule shall be sub-
ject to the penalties and entitled to the privi-
leges and immunities provided in the Federal 
Trade Commission Act in the same manner, by 
the same means, and with the same jurisdiction, 
power, and duties as though all applicable terms 
and provisions of the Federal Trade Commission 
Act were incorporated into and made a part of 
this chapter. 
(e) Effect on other laws 

Nothing contained in this chapter shall be 
construed to limit the authority of the Commis-
sion under any other provisions of law. 

(Pub. L. 105–277, div. C, title XIII, § 1306, Oct. 21, 
1998, 112 Stat. 2681–734.) 

REFERENCES IN TEXT 

The Federal Trade Commission Act, referred to in 
subsecs. (a) and (d), is act Sept. 26, 1914, ch. 311, 38 Stat. 
717, as amended, which is classified generally to sub-
chapter I (§ 41 et seq.) of chapter 2 of this title. For 
complete classification of this Act to the Code, see sec-
tion 58 of this title and Tables. 

Section 25(a) of the Federal Reserve Act, referred to 
in subsec. (b)(1)(B), which is classified to subchapter II 
(§ 611 et seq.) of chapter 6 of Title 12, Banks and Bank-
ing, was renumbered section 25A of that act by Pub. L. 
102–242, title I, § 142(e)(2), Dec. 19, 1991, 105 Stat. 2281. 
Section 25 of the Federal Reserve Act is classified to 
subchapter I (§ 601 et seq.) of chapter 6 of Title 12. 

The Federal Credit Union Act, referred to in subsec. 
(b)(3), is act June 26, 1934, ch. 750, 48 Stat. 1216, as 
amended, which is classified generally to chapter 14 
(§ 1751 et seq.) of Title 12, Banks and Banking. For com-
plete classification of this Act to the Code, see section 
1751 of Title 12 and Tables. 

The Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, referred to in 
subsec. (b)(5), is act Aug. 15, 1921, ch. 64, 42 Stat. 159, as 
amended, which is classified generally to chapter 9 
(§ 181 et seq.) of Title 7, Agriculture. For complete clas-
sification of this Act to the Code, see section 181 of 
Title 7 and Tables. 

The Farm Credit Act of 1971, referred to in subsec. 
(b)(6), is Pub. L. 92–181, Dec. 10, 1971, 85 Stat. 583, as 
amended, which is classified generally to chapter 23 
(§ 2001 et seq.) of Title 12, Banks and Banking. For com-
plete classification of this Act to the Code, see Short 
Title note set out under section 2001 of Title 12 and Ta-
bles. 

This chapter, referred to in subsec. (e), was in the 
original ‘‘Act’’ and ‘‘the Act’’, respectively, and was 
translated as reading ‘‘this title’’ to reflect the prob-
able intent of Congress. 

EFFECTIVE DATE 

For effective date of section, see section 1308 of Pub. 
L. 105–277, set out as a note under section 6501 of this 
title. 

SECTION REFERRED TO IN OTHER SECTIONS 

This section is referred to in section 6502 of this title. 

§ 6506. Review 

Not later than 5 years after the effective date 
of the regulations initially issued under section 
6502 of this title, the Commission shall—

(1) review the implementation of this chap-
ter, including the effect of the implementation 
of this chapter on practices relating to the 
collection and disclosure of information relat-
ing to children, children’s ability to obtain ac-
cess to information of their choice online, and 
on the availability of websites directed to chil-
dren; and 

(2) prepare and submit to Congress a report 
on the results of the review under paragraph 
(1). 

(Pub. L. 105–277, div. C, title XIII, § 1307, Oct. 21, 
1998, 112 Stat. 2681–735.)
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§ 6601. Findings and purposes 

(a) Findings 
The Congress finds the following: 

(1)(A) Many information technology sys-
tems, devices, and programs are not capable of 
recognizing certain dates in 1999 and after De-
cember 31, 1999, and will read dates in the year 
2000 and thereafter as if those dates represent 
the year 1900 or thereafter or will fail to proc-
ess dates after December 31, 1999. 

(B) If not corrected, the problem described in 
subparagraph (A) and resulting failures could 
incapacitate systems that are essential to the 
functioning of markets, commerce, consumer 
products, utilities, Government, and safety 
and defense systems, in the United States and 
throughout the world. 

(2) It is in the national interest that pro-
ducers and users of technology products con-
centrate their attention and resources in the 
time remaining before January 1, 2000, on as-
sessing, fixing, testing, and developing contin-
gency plans to address any and all outstanding 
year 2000 computer date-change problems, so 
as to minimize possible disruptions associated 
with computer failures. 

(3)(A) Because year 2000 computer date-
change problems may affect virtually all busi-
nesses and other users of technology products 

to some degree, there is a substantial likeli-
hood that actual or potential year 2000 failures 
will prompt a significant volume of litigation, 
much of it insubstantial. 

(B) The litigation described in subparagraph 
(A) would have a range of undesirable effects, 
including the following: 

(i) It would threaten to waste technical 
and financial resources that are better de-
voted to curing year 2000 computer date-
change problems and ensuring that systems 
remain or become operational. 

(ii) It could threaten the network of val-
ued and trusted business and customer rela-
tionships that are important to the effective 
functioning of the national economy. 

(iii) It would strain the Nation’s legal sys-
tem, causing particular problems for the 
small businesses and individuals who al-
ready find that system inaccessible because 
of its complexity and expense. 

(iv) The delays, expense, uncertainties, 
loss of control, adverse publicity, and ani-
mosities that frequently accompany litiga-
tion of business disputes could exacerbate 
the difficulties associated with the date 
change and work against the successful reso-
lution of those difficulties.

(4) It is appropriate for the Congress to enact 
legislation to assure that the year 2000 prob-
lems described in this section do not unneces-
sarily disrupt interstate commerce or create 
unnecessary caseloads in Federal courts and 
to provide initiatives to help businesses pre-
pare and be in a position to withstand the po-
tentially devastating economic impact of such 
problems. 

(5) Resorting to the legal system for resolu-
tion of year 2000 problems described in this 
section is not feasible for many businesses and 
individuals who already find the legal system 
inaccessible, particularly small businesses and 
individuals who already find the legal system 
inaccessible, because of its complexity and ex-
pense. 

(6) Concern about the potential for liabil-
ity—in particular, concern about the substan-
tial litigation expense associated with defend-
ing against even the most insubstantial law-
suits—is prompting many persons and busi-
nesses with technical expertise to avoid 
projects aimed at curing year 2000 computer 
date-change problems. 

(7) A proliferation of frivolous lawsuits re-
lating to year 2000 computer date-change prob-
lems by opportunistic parties may further 
limit access to courts by straining the re-
sources of the legal system and depriving de-
serving parties of their legitimate rights to re-
lief. 

(8) Congress encourages businesses to ap-
proach their disputes relating to year 2000 
computer date-change problems responsibly, 
and to avoid unnecessary, time-consuming, 
and costly litigation about Y2K failures, par-
ticularly those that are not material. Con-
gress supports good faith negotiations between 
parties when there is such a dispute, and, if 
necessary, urges the parties to enter into vol-
untary, nonbinding mediation rather than liti-
gation. 


